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REMARKS 

To consolidate issues in the case, the application has been amended to include 
a single system claim, a single method claim, and a single computer readable 
recording medium claim. These claims correspond respectively with the now 
canceled system, apparatus, server and terminal claims 1-17, method chums 18-19, 
and user authentication program claims 20-21. 

idle arnctii . its Idres the lack of statutory subject matter .rejection 
(original claims 20-21), by requiring a computer r eadable recor ding medi um {now 
claim 24). 

The amendments address the objection for lack of antecedent basis (original 
claim. 10), as each of the new claims provides antecedent basis for the claimed subject- 
in alter. 

The amendments address the -doable patenting, anticipation and obviousness 
issues raised in the office action for the reasons set forth below. 

iiomthe imtaukd uop. m tl c damw Oil d mm d u n auihuitnatiof ^\{ui 
(as well as the method and instructions on the computer readable storage medium) not 
only performs authentication of a portable terminal based on the response from the 
portable terminal by transmitting corresponding data to an appropriate portable 
terminal bin also stores in advance the locations of all the user operation devices 
being placed and recognizes the location of the user operation device to which the 
user inputs die user .10 and the password, and obtains the positional information of the 
portable telephone winch is the target of transmitting the password (at thai point or 
before or after) where the password is inputted to the user operation device. This is 
described in paragraph [0068] of the printed >i K of die application. 

Further, the data managing server obtains positional information of the 
portable terminal and positional information of a user operation device together with 
authentication of the corresponding data and performs authentication to check 
whether or not the potential information is almost consistent with each other. 

As discussed in paragraph [00691 of the printed publication, the following is 
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achieved (as well as other benefits): when they are located within a radius of 3 m, it 
can be recorgnized that the user is in opera tion of the user operation device 2 by using 
the portable telephone which has received the password transmitted from the data 
managing server 3. Only then, log-in by the user may be permitted, Thereby, it is 
possible to surely authenticate that the user who is in operation of the user operation 
deviee and the user carrying the portable telephone is the same, thereby enabling 
further enhancement of the security. 

This is not described or claimed in Sonetaka and would not constitute double 
patenting over Sonteiaka in view of Shioda. 

furthermore, all of the cited references (Shioda and Britt) perform, 
authentication of a portable terminal merely by transmitting corresponding data to an 
appropriate portable terminal and receiving a response from the portable terminal; 
dims, the cited references fail to disclose or suggest storing, by a data server, in 
advance locations of all user operation devices accessed by the portable terminal, 
obtaining, from the storing and based on the identification data peculiar to the user 
inputted by the user, positional information of one of the user operation devices to 
which the portable terminal which is a target of transmitting the corresponding data at 
a point where the identi flcation data is inputted to die user operation deviee by the 
user, and performing user authentication based on both of the positional information, 
as is set forth in the claimed invention. Accordingly, it is not possible with any of the 
cited references to surely authenticate that the user who is in operation of the user 
operation device and the user carrying the portable telephone is the same. This results 
in interior performance of the prior art devices in terms of enhancement of security, 
compared to the present invention. 

Further, none of the cited references provides for surely authenticating that the 
user who is in operation of the user operation device and the user carrying the 
portable telephone is the same, Moreover, it is not commonly performed to surely 
authenticate that the user who is in operation of the user operation device and the user 

carrying the portable telephone Is the same that is, the claimed invention does not 

correspond to conventional art. 
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id references in that it sorely 



,un ienv\.s Jo user who ;r j> * « the , o operator, de\ ice tv die user 
carying the portable telephone is the same. Further, cited references not only fail to 
disclose or suggest surely authenticating that the user who is in operation of the user 
operation device and the user carrying the portable telephone is the same, but also do 
not recognize any desirability to do so (he-, there is no motivation from either the 
references or the conventional ait to address this issues) thus no reference (e.g., 
N < i ! <. - l i x I i > i i of r cos 

(e.g., Sluoda and Britt) would make the claimed invention obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art 

In view of the foregoing, it respectfully requested that the application he 
reconsidered, that claims 22-24 he allowed, and the application be passed to issue, 

v ^ 1 ; hxamme d 1 > it. on t e i i i\ > j 1 ? £ 
allowance, no I \anu n>- ^ n\ vMeu 10 contact the end u, m« m< \>< 
number listed bel >d ss an> 1 t < > < d n ephonic o 

personal interview. 

v i> o\ sol i p<tiuo - ue i. 1 ^ uuJ "oui\o\Ui> Uru k iv to 
the continue leoc.) j ( > < Pleas g foi 

- hp-o\,N50;ia pet t n xn) ( er cue es ? etcd n ^etpdvoKM o 

fees to Attorney's Deposit Account No. 50-2041. 
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